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before the new Congress begins in 2011.
It would be a lame duck vote.

Lawmakers who are retiring or get
defeated could vote on a set of rec-
ommendations with regard to entitle-
ment spending and tax policy, but
never be held accountable by the Amer-
ican people. Is it right for outgoing
Members of Congress to consider pro-
posals that could affect every single
American knowing that days and
weeks later they would no longer be
answerable to the voters of the district
they once represented?

Between the Democrats and Repub-
licans in both chambers, over 30 Mem-
bers have already announced they are
retiring or running for another office,
and this number will grow. During the
lame duck session, some outgoing
Members may already be looking for
new jobs, which could well be lobbying
special interest groups and other
stakeholders that have a vested inter-
est in the outcome of the vote on the
commission’s recommendations. Yet
the Obama administration is setting up
a process that would allow these out-
going lawmakers to vote on the com-
mission’s recommendations and run
the risk of blurring the lines between
what is best for the American people
and best for their future employer.

Any recommendation put forward
should be considered by the newly
elected Congress, which would have to
publicly stand by their vote on the
commission’s recommendation. This
Congress has run up the country’s cred-
it card to a point of no return, and now
the administration wants to be able to
tout a bipartisan solution to spending
for political cover to survive the up-
coming elections.

A commission through executive
order is political gamesmanship. It is a
blatant effort by the administration to
find political cover after advocating for
the $787 billion economic stimulus, sup-
porting health care reform being nego-
tiated behind closed doors that could
cost a trillion, and pushing other budg-
et breakers that are wildly unpopular
in the eyes of the American people.

In closing, the American people un-
derstand the depth of our financial
problems. They recognize the spending
gorge that Congress has embarked on
since the Obama administration began,
and they will not be fooled about by a
fig leaf commission established by ex-
ecutive order. Just ask the people of
Massachusetts.

——
MARCH FOR LIFE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMP-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of
the March for Life, which will take
place this Friday, January 22nd. It
marks the 37th anniversary of the Su-
preme Court decision in Roe v. Wade. I
will head to the march on Friday with
the knowledge that abortions in this
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country are declining: 1.21 million a
year in 2005, the latest reliable figures
available show, compared to 1.36 mil-
lion some 10 years ago.

But hundreds of thousands of pil-
grims will be here to deliver one mes-
sage: There is a right to life. It is an in-
tegral part of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence so painstakingly penned by
our Founding Fathers.

Busloads of those marchers of all
stripes will be from my district in
Pennsylvania. They will be leaving
home at very early hours that morn-
ing, and actually the night before to
get here to stand for that cause, to
stand for life. And they will be joining
the gathering of pro-life Americans to
march down Constitution until they
reach the steps of the Supreme Court.

Abortion has been a part of the
health care debate, and may still keep
current bills from passing. No taxpayer
should be forced to pay for abortions in
this country. That policy has been re-
affirmed many times by this Congress,
and should not be changed for the cur-
rent circumstances. And I ask my col-
leagues to join in this march on Fri-
day, and to help celebrate the gift of
life.

On December 2, 2009, I joined 39 of my
House colleagues in sending Speaker
PELOSI a letter regarding a prohibition
on the government funding of abortion
in the final version of the health care
legislation.
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A significant majority of Americans,
both those that identify themselves as
pro-life and pro-choice, are opposed to
the government funding of abortions.

The Senate-passed health care bill,
H.R. 1362, would require Federal funds
to subsidize elective abortion. This
plan differs greatly from the House
version that maintains the current pol-
icy of preventing the Federal funding
of abortion and for funding of health
care benefit packages that include
abortion.

Mr. Speaker, any health care reform
proposals that this Chamber agrees to
must always place a high value on pro-
tecting innocent life. These provisions
should include the language found
within the Stupak-Pitts amendment,
which passed this Chamber by a wide
bipartisan margin of 240-194.

Mr. Speaker, as we take up any
health care, let us preserve the Found-
ers’ dedication to the principle of life.

————
DESECRATING DEMOCRACY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
never thought I would live to see the
day when a commentator entrusted by
a major broadcast network with the
ability to reach millions of listeners
would use his influence to incite voter
fraud, but I'm afraid this week we
passed that unfortunate milestone.
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On Friday, January 15, MSNBC com-
mentator Ed Schultz told his nation-
ally syndicated radio audience, I tell
you what, if I lived in Massachusetts
I'd try to vote 10 times. I don’t know if
they’d let me or not, but I'd try to.
Yeah, that’s right. I'd cheat to keep
these bastards out. I would.

Now, this could be dismissed as an
unfortunate verbal excess brought on
by the passion of the moment, except
for the fact that when given the oppor-
tunity to retract the statement, Mr.
Schultz embellished it in a way that
makes it crystal clear that his words
were deliberate and calculated. He
said, I misspoke on Friday. I’'m sorry.
I'm sorry. I meant to say, if I could
vote 20 times, that’s what I'd do.

Later he said, Let me be very clear,
I'm not advocating voter fraud, I'm
just telling you what I would do. Now,
Mr. Speaker, exactly how does one not
advocate voter fraud when three times
on national broadcasts you say that’s
what you would do?

Mr. Speaker, this can only be inter-
preted as an incitement to commit
voter fraud in a pivotal election in the
course of our Nation. As such, it
strikes at the very foundation of demo-
cratic traditions and our constitu-
tional institutions. In every election,
win, lose or draw, it is of utmost im-
portance that the vote be fair, that it
be accurate, and that it have the con-
fidence of every citizen, both those in
the majority as well as those in the mi-
nority. If we cannot trust the sanctity
of the vote, we destroy the legitimacy
of that vote—and with it the legit-
imacy of that government.

All of our governing institutions and
all of their acts rest about a single
foundation—fair and free elections
which guarantee that those who exer-
cise authority under our Constitution
do so deriving their just powers from
the consent of the governed. It is this
principle that Mr. Schultz has sought
to desecrate and demean. His state-
ments excusing voter fraud weaken the
single most important mechanism of
our democracy and undermine our form
of government. His words deserve—in-
deed, they demand—the contempt and
condemnation of every American. And
they deserve immediate action by
those who have accorded him his
broadcast platforms and whose silence
and inaction thus far can only be de-
scribed as a disgrace.

——

HEALTH CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. AKIN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. AKIN. Good afternoon. Once
again, we find ourselves here on the
floor of the U.S. Congress and the sub-
ject before us, in spite of various
events that have been of great interest
to people yesterday—I'm thinking of
the election of Massachusetts—still re-
mains the question of health care.
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